Defense Document 3060 


ied 
INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL FOR THE FAR EAST 


UNITE® STATES OF AMERICA, et al 
-VS- 
ARAKI, Sadao, et al 
WORN DEPOSITION 
Deponent;: KOISO,.Kuniaki 


depose as follows; 


/ 
Having first duly sworn 4n oath as on attached sheet and 
in accordance with the procedure followed in my country, I hereby 


1. With regard to the HARADA Diary (Court Exhibit 3150) 
and my relations with HARADA. 

Before replying to the evidence tendered by the Prosecution 
during their rebuttal as being related to me, I should like to 
state certain matters which I consider to be necessary in connec- 
tion with the HARADA Diary and my relations with HARADA, - 

I first became acquainted with HARADA about 193@ snd since 
then met him several times, I know that from before the time I 
came to know him he was active as a private secretary to Prince 
SAIONJI, purveying to the Genro information about the political 
world and thet he continued to perform that. function up to the 


Prince's death, 
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dl 
However, I also knew that besides HARADA, one NAKAGAWA, 


Kojuro, who was long in the service of Prince SAIONJI as private 
secretary was in charge of 4&ll the personal affairs of the prince. 
Although I have forgotten whose information it was, I had occasion 
to receive the following report about HARADA: 

"Although HARADA is in his mind secretly contending against 
private secretary NAKAGAV/A to win the favor of Prince SAIONJI, 
there is no controversy of any kind between the two because 
NAKAGAWA is a splendid character who is exceedingly indifferent 
about such a thing. But it is certain that the Prince does not 
trust HARADA very much." 

Suoh being the case, although I met HARADA whenever he 
requested an interview, not once have I ever requested a meeting 
on my part nor have I ever given him information whether at the 
orders of my superiors or on my own initiative, 

Until about the summer of 1947, I hadeno knowledge that 
HARADA had kept a diary. When informed that there were entries in 
the diary relating to me, I borrowed from my counsel excerpts of 
such entries and carefully read through them, As a result, I noted 
the following defects in the entries insofar as they related to me; 

&, That most of them are hearsay, 

b. That they ere highly flavored with dogmatic 

imagination, surmise, and speculation, 

That the contents of preceeding and following entries 
contain contradictions. 

Although difficult to judge whether they are the resiflt 
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of willful intent or mental defect, that the motives 

of the interview, the place cf the interview and the 
contents of conversations sve distorted and falsified. 
That entries relatin, te tle army and to me reflect his 
personal emotional likes 4nd dislikes, 

T shall now refute on the basis of facts 411 the evidence 
tendered by the prosecution from the HARADA Diary, allegedly as 
having some connection with me, as entirely lacking in re jability. 

2. With regard to the evidence in Court Exhibit 3756-A to 
the effect that although the accused MIAMI, the then War Minister, 
and Finance Minister INOUYE had made an agreement between them on 
a plen for reform of military organization of the army, it was 
overthrown because of oprosition by the then Director of the 
Military Affairs Bureau, the accused KOISO,. 

In April 1931, at the tine he assumed the office of War 
Minister, the accused MINAMI, in view of public opinion, decided 
upon a policy to reduce the army and created the Committee for the 
Study of Reform of Military Organization with War Vice Minister 
SUGIYAMA, Gen, as cheirman, the tesk assigned to the committee being 
the study and formulation of 4 coucrete plan for the reduction of 


the army. I, then Director of the Military Affairs Bureau of the 


War Ministry, was appointed as one of the members of the committee. 


In my affidavit (Court Exhibit 3375) which was read before 


the Tribunal on 31 October 1947, I stated: "gbout the time of the 
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outbreak of the Manchurien Incident in September of the same year, 


a proposal was under consideration to further reduce our peacetime 


strength of 17 divisions by reducing and changing the Imperial 
Bodyguard Division to Simply the Imperial Bodyguards and abolishing 
the two divisions of Utsunomiya and Kyoto." This was as a result 
of discussions by this committee. This fact.is proof that War 
Minister MINAMI and the members of the Committee together made 
efforts for the matseriélization of the plan for the reduction of 
the army and, at the seme time, refutes the authenticity of the 
entry in the HARADA Diary, Court Exhibit 3754-B, to the effect that 
the Kokuhonsha, in concert with the army, was engaged in 
obstructionist maneuvers sgainst reduction of the army. It also 
serves as evidence to deny HARADA's statement about the activities 
of the Fokuhonsha, 

To carry out the plan for the reduction of the army by two 
and a half divisions, initial expenses of 4 considerable sum was 
necessary for the transportation of troops and military goods, the 
replenishment of equipment and materials required for the 
mechanization of army units to be transferred, the new creation of a 
part of the barracks and storehouses azgcompanying the mechanization 
of ermy units, the payment of money grants to troops to be 
reduced and disbanded and travel expenses to their homes, etc, 
Because of this, the army's budget in the early stage of the 
execution of the reduction plan increased as compared with normal 


years, 
AD a 
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As Finance Minister, IIXIVYE was @ leeder of the Minseito 


Party, it was his desire to have the Niasettes Cabinet get the 


nominal credit for e:fe ting the reduction of the army, but at 

the same time to push on ae the buraer of the next cabinet the 
troublesome problem of eltectusting the army reduction plan with 
all the initial expenses it entailed. With this idea, he proposed 
to the War Minister NIPAMI thet because of financial circumstances, 
he would like to have the period of execution of the plan postponed 
to the next fiscal year, War Minister MINAMI gave his approval to 
the effectuation of the reduction plan, but stated he would give a 
definite reply with regard to the question of the time for the 
effectuation later after getting the views of the administrative 
departments in charge of the matter and left Finance Minister 
INOUYE, The War Minister then called Vice Minister SUGIYAMA, 

the chairman of the committee, and sought his views on the 
proposition, 

Now the committee, while it desired the materialization of 
the mechanization of the army as soon as possible, had already 
unanimously agreed that upon adoption of the army reduction plan 
it was essential that its effectivation be commenced at the beginning 
of next year at the latest not only because the contents of the 
plan might gradually ieak out if its effectivation were postponed 


with a conseyuent harmful effect on the officers and men of the army, 
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but also because in the light of bitter experiences in the past, 
the effectivation of the plan would in 41l likelihood be retarded 
by frantic movements by members of the House of Peers and the 
House of Representatives, in alignment with the officials and the 
public in their political constituencies, to keep the army units 
in their localities for the purpose of maintaining local prosperity 
This being the case, SUGIYAMA, the chairman of the committee, repli 
to the inquiry from War Minister MINAMI to the above effect. It 
is needless to say that as a member of the committee I also was 
an earnest advocate of immediate effectivation of the adopted plan 
for army reduction. However, as the direct report was made by 
Vioe Minister SUGIYAMA, the committee chairman, as stated above, I 
at no time expressed my opinions directly to the War Minister, 

The above being the actual situation, I and the director of 
the Intendance Bureau were the advocates of immediate effectivatio: 


of the army reduction plan and Finance Minister INOUYE whom HARAI 


supported was, on the contrary, &n advocate of postponement of t! 


plan. 

Although HARADA's statements are distortions based uron 
emotional likes and dislikes, yet even then if one thoroughly readr 
the passages which precede and follow this Court Exhibit one can 
clearly perceive therein a part of the astual facts of the case 
which I have releted. Notwithstanding this, besause the 

ey Oe 
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prosecution have tendered tothe Tribunal as evidence only such 


parts as would appear unfavorable to the accused, the Tribunal is 
apt to have been given the opposite impression as if I prevented 
the effectivation of the army reduction plen and I feel it especially 


necessary to call the Tribunal's attention to this fact, 
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3. With regard to the evidence contained in Court Exhibit No. 3801-B to 


the effect that on 5 May 1939 I had an interview with HARADA at my re- 
“quest at his relative's house and that I said that unless the Tripartite 
Alliance was not concluded the officers and men at the front would not 
be pacified. 

This exhibit, as my counsel, Mre Brook, pointed out to the Tribunal 
on 22 Jonuory 1948, is only o short passage excerpted from the HARADA 
Diary, the contents of which taken clone creates the misunderstanding 
that they constitute my viewse The facts are otherwise. By noting the 
words "it wos a usual pet expression" in the entry which follews the 
passages in this exhibit cand by proper construction of the Japenese text, 
it is obvious that they were not my views. 

Mereover, the entry continues to say, "General KOISO was saying almost 
the same things" aAlthoug). "almost the some" is an wnbiguous expression, 
because it creates the impreavicn thnt I tom was an alliance advocate, I 
Shall now give a true account of what actually took place at the interview 
to prove that the su>ject of the discussion was not the pro and con of an 
alliance and to Auw thst this exhibit is valueless, 

Although I do not clearly recoll the exact date, it is a fact that I 
met HiRaDA in the early part of May 1939¢ However, this intorview dié 
not teke place at my request. ut first HuRdl proposed a tolk with me 
over dinner, but I declined the invitatian exploining thet I was extremely 
busy» However, since he strongly insisted that I consent to an interview 


by all means saying that he did net mind if it wos after I had finisned 
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my work, I relucta..iy consented +n cfter I coapleted my work for the 

day and had dinner wens to the place designated by HwRDa at about 8:30 peme 
The meeting place was not the home of his relative as he records in the 

entry accepted as a Court Exhibit, but residence of Mr, YahaSI0T.,, Kamesoburo, 
in Takanawa, Shinagawa Werd (Tokyo). .lthough this has no direct bearing 

on the issues of this Trial, I mention this because, aen though it may not 

be known wherein HuRuDs's truco intentions lay in fabricating the motive 

and the place of the interview, I believe thet it would serve the purpose 

of discroditing this entry. 

When at the outset of the meeting I asked HRwDa& what the purpose of 
the interview was, he replied, "To ask your opinions regarding the 
HIRANUMA message" I had actually no knowledge of what ho called the 
*"HIRaNUMA message" and so I asked him for his explonation end learned for 
the first timo the general outline of whet it was. However, I was never 
able to judge from the very beginning the real maning of its contents. 

HaRwDs then continued to esk me, "I want toesk your opinion whether, 
in the event a Tripartite 4llience is concluded on the basis of the 
HIRANUMA message end if Germany and Italy commenced wor with Englcnd ond 
France, Japon would come to participate in the wor?" Wheroupon I replied, 
"Putting aside the pro aid con of concluding an alliance as a separate 
question, if tho HIRANUI message really provides, as you explain, armod 


assistance by Japan within possible limits and, moreover, if Japon, in 


the event Gormany and Italy commenced war with Ingland and Frente, effectuated 


armed assistance to Germany and Italy, should it not b» intorproted cs 
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meaning nothing more and nothing less than war participation?" and thus 
gave expression to my construction of the so-called "HIRANUIMA MESSAZC" «. 
Upon hearing my view, HaRaDess his face somewhat flushed with excitement, 
denounced the attitude of the army favoring conclusion of an alliance 
and repeatedly argued thet even in case it should be concluded in accord- 
ance with the "HIR«NUMs messege" Japan should never participate in ware 

I did not venture to defond what was alleged to be the Aymy's attitude 
and I withheld expressing to loose»tongued HaRiDa’ my own personal views 
which I had always held opposing the conclusion of an alliances Instead 
I asked him whet Prince SJIONJI's views were on the pro and con of an 
alliance. Whereupon he replied that the Prince was not a person ihn 
expressed his own views lightly and continued repeatedly to extol the 
Prince's prudent attitude. 

Since there appeared no further business in addition to what we 
talked about as described above, I took leave at about 10:30 pate 

Compering the actual circumstmces whith I have related above with 
Court Exhibit Noe 3801+B, the contents of the HARADA Diary is funde~ 
mentally at variance with the facts. Especially if one refers to an 
entry in Chapter 321 of the diary (18 april 1939), it is clear thet ho 
had been informed by someone and had known that I was opposed to the 


Tripartite alliance. Yet, @espite thisfact, the Prosecution my be 


believed to have come to suspect whether I was not en alliance advocate 


because of an alleged contradictory entry suchas is given in this exhibit. 


1o 


PURL: http://www.legal-tools.org/doc/3ed7dd/ 


Defe Doce 43066 


Notwithstanding the fact that I had inquired about Prince S,IONTI's 
“views and HsRuDse had praised the Prince's attitude as I have stated 

above, there is no mention about the Prince in the entry following the 
one contained in this exhibit; tho contents of our conversation have been 
altered md it consists of a defense of tho attitude of Lord Keeper of 
the Privy Seal YUsSa which I least expocteds This is clearly a con+ 
spicuous oxample of HaRsDa distorting and fabricating tho contents of 
conversations and shows how little credibility, if any, the diary hase 

What I further wish to stete to the Tribunal is thet although the 
Prosecution said (transcript page 37,513), " . . + » he never expressed 
his views on the subject on any othar occasion oxcept one, when in May 
1939 at the request of the War Vice-Minister ho was wked to help to 
restore friendly reletions betwoen the War and Navy Ministers who had 
offered their views concorning the contents of the conclusion of the 
alliance *, I have never oxpressed my private views on the pro and con 
of the alliance to HARADA, as I have mentioned abovee In addition, I 
Stated in my affidavit (Court Exhibit Nos 3375) at Noe 21 of the originals 
"With regard to this question, neither at any cabinet meeting which I 


attended nor at any other meting which I can recalls" In consequence of 


vho fact that the word "meeting" was mistransleted in Bnglish es "occasion", 
it may possibly be that this invited the misunderstending of the Prosocu- 


tion, and I call the Tribunal's ettention to the fact that if thare had 
been no such misunderstending, this exhibit might not have boon tendered. 
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he With regard to Court Exhibit No. 38C6-A, portaining to ea character 


comment about me purported to have been made hy the accused ARAKI, I 

do not know whether or not the contents in this exhibit represent the 
expressions of the @ccused ARAKI. Firthermore, with regerd to the 

comment on my character, "OISO is a person who has power and enthusiasm, 
but he has no.set opinions and desis only in intrigues end trickery", it 
is not for m to say anything exscep5 that it may serve me as food for solf- 
reflections However, I must solemnly rofute with proof such a false state~ 
mont, whoever may be its author, and which con be taken as o basis for 

the comment on my character, that I advocated the use of counterfeit 

peper currency at the Cabinet Meeting or thet I sant the kempei to China 
ond Manchuria in plain clothes. 

That I over advocated such a thing as the use of counterfeit paper 
money when I was Minister of Overseas Affairs, thether at a cabinet 
meeting or on any other occasion is completely groundless ond there is no 
room for doubt thet it wes a misunderstending of some kind or e mis- 
reprosorations 

If the statement that I dispatched the kempei (militcry police) to 
China and Manchuria disguised in plein clothes is to serve as a protext 
for casting aspersions et me, since as Minister for Overseas affairs I 
had no connection at that time with the Kempei Tai, then we must assum 
that the period is confined to a time when I as director of the Military 
4ffaire Bureau or Vico Minister of War was in a position to give advise 
on Kanpod matters, Supposing this refers to such a period of my caroor 
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snd that aim spoke of this to lidiwiu., then there can bo no mistake thet 
it was at a time when ARAKI (who would never under no circumstances permit 
anything of the kind) was not in the post of War Ifinister. In other 
vevas, thy matter concerns a period of one yoar and four months oxtending 
from dugust 193¢, prier to the outbreek of tho Manchurian Incident, to 

12 December 1931, shortly after thot outbreak, while serving as director 
of the Military affairs Bureau under two Ministers, UGaKI and MINAMIe 

48 the Tribunal is already woll aware with regard to the relative stronzth 
of Japanese and Chinese troops in Manchuria at that time, the strength 

of the Japanese forces just bofore the outbreak of the incident was only 
10,400 as compared to that of the Chinese who had 220,000 mene Evon 
efter adding the troops which crossod the border from Korea soon after 

the outbreak of the incident the total strongth did not come up even to 
15,000, For this reason the Kwentung army reported tho sorious lack of 
combat troops end expressed the carnest desire that if it was possible to 
send reinforcements from the Japanese homolend, they wanted the dispatch 
of oven one more conbat soldier instoad of military police. That wes 


the ectual situation. Furthermore, in North China, whore a Japanese 
Berrison including military police was stationed, there was only a minor 
disturbance in Tientsin in November 1931, but other than that tranquillity 


prevailed gonerally and there was no request for edditional military polices 
Such boing the case, there was not even a single occasion whiah geve any 


rise to a neod to dispatch to Menchuria end China any reinforcement of 
military police guised in civilien clothes to conceal them from the public 
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eye, oither immediately before or after the outbroek of the Manchurian 
Incidents Furthermore, regardless of whether or not there wes any order 
from the War Minister, no such steps wore ever carricd Oute 

Thus, as I have offored proof in refutation, this exhibit, founded 
upon falsification, constitutos a malicious character evidence against 
mee In view of the ruling of the Tribunal that it will not accept 
character tostimony as ovidonce, I respectfully ask that this exhibit 


be stricken out, 
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eye, cither immediately before or after the outbreek of the Manchurian 
Incidents Furthermore, regardless of whother or not there wes any order 
from the War Minister, no such steps wore ever carried out. 

Thus, as I have offored proof in refutation, this exhibit, founded 
upon falsification, constitutos a malicious character evidence against 
mee In view of tho ruling of the Tribunal that it will not accept 
character tostimony as evidonce, I respectfully ask that this exhibit 


be stricken oute 
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5» With regard to erroneous evidence in Court Exhibit No, 3757-4 


that the accused MINAMI dispatched TATEKAWA to Mukden 


As there is no reference to me in this exhibit the exhibit 
itself does not bear on me in any way. However, the Prosecution 
notwithstandin the fact that the reason itself which they gave 
in explaining the tender contained contradictions, ventured to 
mention my name and stated as follows: 

", » « Minami while admitting that Tatekawa was sent to 

Mukden by the General Staff and that he had talked with 

him before he went, denied that he or as far as he knew, 

Koiso had anything to do with his seleetion or that he 

entrusted Tatekawa with a letter or order from the Emperor 

or anybody else." 

In view of this statement of the Prosecution, I offer the 
following refutation; 

Because TATEKAWA was a division ehief in the Army General 
Staff office only his direct superior, the Chief of Staff, could 
order his selection and dispatch and it was a matter which per- 
mitted of no interference by anyone else, This fact is clear 
from the testimony of the accused MINAMI and of the witness 
MAWASS. That the! matter was carried out in that very manner as 
a fact was testified to by me in my affidavit. 

I believe the fact that the Prosecution recognized in its 
explanation of their reason for the tender that TATEKAWA was 
dispatehed by the Army General Staff was a result of their coming 
to understand the principle mentioned above. Yet, notwithstanding 


it, the Prosecution, on the one hand, offered an excerpt from 
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the HARADA Diary, just as it 1s, containing the erroneous in- 


formation that MINAMI had dispatched TATEKAWA and, on the other 


hand, gave an explanation to the effect that KOISO of the War 
Ministry could interfere in or ignere the right ef cemmand of 
the Chief of the Army General Staff, 411 of which f am a @ 
complete loss to understand, 

The Prosecution's grounds for explaining that KOIS80 had 
something to do with the selection of TATEKAWA may have been 
found in a passage in an entry following the one in the Exhibit, 
but in the last sentence the words ‘it seems" are used. The 
Tribunal's attention is called to the fact that in the Japanese 
language the expression "it seems" means “one's own surmise and 
speculation", and the value is even lower than hearsay which 
has no evidential value. 

In short, the fact that the contents of this Exhibit and 
those of related entries in the HARADA Diary are confused and 
incoherent and filled with many incomprehensible statements is 
due to nothing else than that he, HARADA, was ignorant of the 
system of the chain of command within the army to begin with, 
as well as other matters relating to the armye Especially the 
fact that HARADA used the expression "it seoms" is proof that 
of all the surmise and speculation which his entries contain he 


admits his lack of confidence in what he put down in this one. 


I absolutely did not interfere in the selection and dispatch 


of Ma jor General TATEKAWA, a matter which under the chain of 


16 
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command, could not be done without arbitrarily violating the 


authority of the Chief of the Army General Starr, 


With regard to Court Exhibit No. 375h4-B in connection with 


the character and purpose of the KOKUHONSHA 


Through this Exhibit, an entry in the HARADA Diary, the 
Prosecution represented the Kokuhonsha as an extreme rightist 
organization which, in concert with the army, engaged in 
maneuvers against the army reduction question and tendered it 
to the Tribunal on the grounds that it was not an organization 
such as I described in reply to questions from Prosecutor Fixel 
during my cross-examination in November 197. 

Moreover, there is no relation between the character and 
purpose of the Kokuhonsha and my statement in reply to Prosecutor 
Fixel's questions, for, as it is clear from my reply at the time 
on page 32,275 of the Transcript, I did not know the purpose of 
the Kokuhonsha because no one ever informed me about it and, 
although I stated that I regarded the magazine Kokuhon as 
providing instructive data with which to understand the true 
nature of Japan and the Japanese people, I did not refer to the 
character of the Kokuhonsha,. 

Again, as it 1s clear in page 32,27) of the Transcript, I 
became 4 member of the Kokuhonsha when I was a regimental come 
mander in the provinces for the purpose of subscribing to its 


magazine and only on one occasion attended a lecture meeting 
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sponsored by it and so I do not have the qualification to Speak 


Sf the character and purpose of this society with any confidense 
and responsibility. However, as I am familiar with the actual 
circumstances attending the question of army reduction, having 
been directly concerned with the business administration of the 
matter and knowing that no outsider was permitted to interfere 
in its study and deliberations, as I have deseribed in section 
two of this affidavit, if HARADA's falsified statement that the 
Kokuhonsha, in concert with the army, maneuvered against the 
army reduction question applizs to the period when I held office 
in the War “inistry, then I positively deny that it is true. 

In short, this “xhibit was tendered by the Prosecution to 
show what they claim to be the character of the Kokuhonsha by 
distorting my reply to Prosecutor Fixel and the oxhibit itself 
does not concern me. This fact is also clear by the statement 
made by Mr. Warren, counsel for the accused HIRANUMA on 16 


January 1948 (Transcript page 37,564). 
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On this 30th day of January 19)8 


it IsM.T.F.E. 


DEPONENT; KOISO Kuniaki (seal) 


I, Sanmonji Shohei, hereby cortify that the above statement 
was sworn by the Deponent, who affixed his signature and seal 
thereto in the presence of this witness, 

On the same date 


At the same place, 


Witness: /s/ Sanmonji Shohei (seal) 
OATH 
In accordance with my conscience I swear to tell the whole 


truth, withholding nothing and adding nothing. 


/s/ Koiso Kuniaki (seal) 
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bets Doce # 3066 Exh. No. 


6, Feb. 1948 
Errata Sheet (KOISO) 


Correction should be rade as follows: «+. 


14 line, page 2 
"wether" should be read "either*, 


17 line, page 12 


after "misrepresentation", insert, "also it is 


inconceivable for the reason set out in paragraph 


2 of Def. Doc, 3059". 
4 line, page 13 
After "In other words, the matter eee", insert, 


"could only", 
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let. Doce # 3066 Exh. No, 


6, Feb, 1948 
Errata Sheet (KOISO) 


Correction should be rade 48 follows: +« 


14 line, page 2 
"wether" should be read "either®, 

17 line, page 12 
after "misrepresentation", insert, "also it is 
inconceivable for the reason set out in paragraph 
2 of Def. Doc, 3050", 

4 line, page 13 
4fter "In other worcs, the matter eve", insert, 


"could only", 
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